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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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1 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 70-76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shannon in view of Sorensen (see abstract and Fig. 3). 

Shannon discloses a container making process wherein web 46 is heat sealed via a 
lamination nip to web 10/12 containing receptacles 40, these being a plurality of first 
elements. At the exit of the process shown in Fig. 1 of Shannon, two webs are fixedly 
sealed together — ie, laminated — via a lamination nip to form a laminate structure 
wherein one web has a plurality of first elements. Essentially, the primary reference 
fails to disclose that the second web has a plurality of second elements that are 
alignable with the first elements. Sorensen discloses a container making process 
wherein a web 18 (similar to the second web of Shannon) has a plurality of elements 
(labels 19) which must be aligned to the containers 12 (similar to the first web of 
Shannon). It is well known in the art to provide labels on containers and it is submitted 
that one of ordinary skill would have found it obvious to have employed the labeled web 
of Sorensen as the web 46 in the primary reference to provide a labeled container. The 
combination would have yielded the plurality of first elements (receptacles 40 in 
Shannon) being alignable with the plurality of second elements (labels 19 in Sorensen). 

2. Claims 77-80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shannon in view of Sorensen and Anderson III et al (see 18, 44 and 75 in Figs. 4 and 
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5), the references being applied for reasons of record as set forth in paragraph 1 supra 
and paragraph 4 of the last office action. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. In view of the amendment, new art has 
been applied which renders the aspect of aligning first and second elements on first and 
second webs, respectively, as obvious. The combination of Shannon and Sorensen 
would produce a laminate container made by the instant process steps and hence the 
instant claims are submitted to be obvious over the art as now applied. 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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5.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 
March 16, 2008 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



